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The article, "Ethics and Interpersonal Relationships, 
beginning page one, may prove somewhat 
troversial, However, the authors, themselves, have 
found the concept practical and the editors believe the 
article real contribution family life education, 
hope readers will report their reactions, especi- 
ally they are critical, 


Underneath the scholarly crust Dr, pa- 
per (page lie many nuggets real value for every- 
one interested marriage and the family, especialy 
Oregon, The article illustrates the value 
ional research suggesting specific emphasis 
selling and education for particular geographic areas, 


THE REGULAR ANNUAL MEETING THE 
OREGON COORDINATING COUNCIL 
IAL HYGIENE AND FAMILY LIFE SET FOR 
THURSDAY, MAY 19, 1955, TIME; 10:00 
PLACE: ROOM 36, STATE OFFICE BUILD- 
ING, PORTLAND, 


AGENDA INCLUDE ELECTION OFFICERS 

AND MEMBERS LARGE THE EXECU- 

GRAM BEING PLANNED RUTH RENFROE, 
COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN, 


. i 


Lester Kirkendall Curtis Avery 


Associate Professor Director, Brown Trust 
Family Life Education Professor 
Oregon State College University Oregon 


Everyone who works with young people, teachers parents using 
analytical permissive approach inevitably meets circumstances 
which someone has make judgments about what should done 
some human relationship situation, Decisions have reachedand 
conclusions drawn, Issues are often raised the form questions 
about Sometimes specific acts are involved; 
other times general attitudes behavior, 


Teachers, religious educators and other themselves have de- 
cisions make and points view crystallize about human relation- 
ships, For instance, teachers may concerned with such common 
practice that teenage boy and girl walking down school cor- 
ridor with their arms about each other, some this simply 'wrmg" 
conduct, and their reaction attempt prohibit it, Others maybe 
concer ned with trying help these young people particular, and 
youth general, understand the meaning and significance such 
behavior, 


Youth and parents are concerned with such questions as, all 
right date steady high something considered 
one time, but another?" "Where does religion 

fit into our thinking?" and "Is petting right wrong?" The question 
extra-marital sex standards comes almost inevitably, Simil- 
arly, questions about discipline, allowances, use the family 
car, late dates, chaperonage parties, and the thousand and one cther 
issues with which all family members are familiar also become prob- 


Leaders, teachers, and parents will concerned, course, with 
the judgments made those with whom they work, They 
cerned even more with the ultimate effect the judgments upon the 
individual himself and upon others, They will.want contribute 
mature and acceptable adjustment, both socially and personally, 


the part those with work, 


professional groups, young people, and parents, the authors have in- 
creasingly felt the need for some common frame reference which 

may used thinking about all these problems frame 
ence which is, general, understandable and acceptable and which 
broad and flexible enough apply variety situations while re- 
maining harmony with the basic needs people everywhere, 


our work family life education, counseling and dealing with 


Such frame reference frequently described the words ethics 
But, practically speaking, the area ethics and moral- 
ity vast and apparently trackless all but advanced thinkers, Ex- 
plorers this dimly lit jungle from Aristotle Bertrand 
tried map it; but their records are, the average man, frequently 
confusing the area they have explored, The result that most 
us, and indeed many the philosophers themselves, have taken ref- 
uge taboos, dogma commandments relating conduct, 


But dogma and regulations are never entirely satisfactory any but 
the most rigid and unthinking And they are especially unsat- 
isfactory young people, who, yet unbroken the complexities 
living, vexingly (to their transigent elders) 
know the process growing into maturity they should and 
usually come the stage moral development which Dewey and 
Tufts describe "conduct which the individual thinks and judges for 
himself, considers whether purpose good right, decides and 
chooses, and does not accept the standards his group without 
tion, 


The tragedy for many young people that having reached sufficient ma- 
turity ask for help thinking and choosing, they are given only the 
cold and sterile solace "thou and shalt Some 

least are then probably forced regress earlier and less mature 

stage moral development which they reject dogma while the same 

time accepting with little critical reflection what appear the stand- 

ards and ways their group these are embodied customs and mores, 
"Everybody does phrase all too familiar teachers and 


our experience least, the usual frames reference have proved 
less than satisfactory and have felt necessary work out 
feel have made progress developing such con- 
cept one which understandable those with whom work and ac- 
ceptable most, and one which geared basic human needs, 
have called this our “interpersonal relationships 


*Ethics, John Dewey and James Tufts, Henry Holt and New 


The concept may expressed this way: Whenever thought and 
regarding behavior and conduct are possible, those acts are morally 
which create trust, and confidence, and capacity among 
work together cooperatively, Such acts build integrity relationships, 
and enhanced sense self-respect the individual, Those acts are 
morally bad which build barriers and separate people through creating 
suspicion, mistrust and misunderstanding. Such acts integrity 
relationships and decrease the individual's sense 


This means that acts themselves are neither moral nor immoral ---. 
good bad, thinking and focus attention the quality 
relationships between persons rather than the goodness 
specified behavior acts terms mores, taboos, 

abstract logic, 


broad principle, there nothing particularly new our thinking, 
concept implicit the writings most the great moralists and rel- 
igious leaders, summed the lines John Donne which have 
inspired many writers the 


the Continent, part the 


developing the concept have made pretense exploring the 
whole area ethics and problems international relations, politics 
and science, although see implications for our concept these areas, 
What have done simply draw frame reference for the 
discussion situations daily life which provide opportunities for 
thought and choice regarding conduct and behavior, 


Interrelationships, course, have many permutations, The simple 
one-to-one relationships cannot exist our world long more than 
two individuals are alive, the family, the classroom, the commun- 
ity and society large there first the between each 
dividual and all others the same settings there 
the each individual and each other individual, 


This means, that conduct which strengthens the good 
tionship between the society any society 
good; and that conduct which strengthens relationships between two 
individuals good provided does not weaken relationships between 
the individuals and Breaking the law when 

the specific illegal act may appear strengthen relationships between 
two "partners crime" because destroys the between 
each the two individuals and 


This points proviso this concept, must seek in- 


terrelationships which will, the long run, make possible for all men 
unity and cohesion group the expense some other Na- 
tional unity may created teaching hatred and fear some real 
imagined enemy, but the long-run net effect evil, School spirit and mor- 
ale are sometimes built the same fashion, 


This concept, accepted, has many implications, 


First, calls for all aspects behavior ascertain their 
bearing upon the establishment good interrelationships, Sarcasm, for 
example, seen destroyer trust, builds barriers; hurts, 
and divides, particularly when used consistently and means 
trol, 


The typical story though told joke leaves tesidue 
distrust and suspicion, Thus contributes its small share the bar- 
riers and disharmonies which divide families, Teachings conduct with- 
the family which create suspicion members the other sex, pro 
duce fears, decrease family member's sense worth and 
pect have harmful influences relationships, and disapproved 
for that reason, 


Second, the concept accepted, must become concerned with the 
consequences behavior for interrelationships rather than with the be- 
havior itself, One the big issues with parents often the question 
"to spank, not The question now becomes instead what re- 
sult different methods family control have upon the interrelationships 
the members. Looked this way becomes clear that even though 
spanking probably a.poor method building interrelationships, some 
other method control which scrupuously avoids physical force may 
much more damaging than 


Sexual standards can and should the same manner, Sex 
neither moral nor immoral itself, could make our major con- 
cern that building interpersonal relationships which have them inte- 
grity and honesty purpose would know better how use sex our 
personal lives, Instead debating the question extra-marital sexual 
intercourse though were basically sex problem, should 
human relations problem, Some will worried because this ap- 
proach does not flatly close the door extra-marital sex experience, 
does close the door exploitive would probably 
eliminate extra-marital intercourse for all practical purposes, since most 
these affairs are exploitive and self-centered, Our hope, however, 
should not proscribe any extra-marital sexual expression futile 
hope anyway) but make sex instrument the creation better in- 
rpersonal relationships, 


Third, this concept reveals the extent which all 
are partners behavior situations, commonly divorce our 
selves from any difficult behavior situation with the implied attitude 
that are not involved Yet when think terms interrel- 
ationships parent's attitude may account for his 
lying, husband's harshness may produce his wife's unfaithfulness, 
teacher's coldness and incompetence may result cheating his 
class, Sarcasm produces sullenness, and exploitation causes hostil- 
ity. this produces incapacity for trust, and destroys the inte- 
grity are all partners, 


Clearly not every family, nor every group has follow the same pre- 
cise pattern behavior order achieve good interrelationships, 
Practices can differ from family family, from community com- 
munity, and from nation nation, The overt differences themselves 
may little nothing about the quality interrelationships 
which accompany them, Since they should our major concern, 
need study the implications practices for interrelationships rath- 
than dwell the practices themselves, 


This concept puts high value communication, There pos- 
sibility building strong, enduring interpersonal relationships un- 
less people can communicate effectively, But communication has 
many more ramifications than may apparent first glance, 
munication two-way process, carried not only words, 
but also gestures, attitudes, acts, facial expressions, even si- 
lent listening. must remember this, because interrelationships are 
profoundly influenced the fact that words may say one thing while 
the total communication may something entirely different, 


This concept does not eliminate conflict choice nor even conflictin 
relationships, Immediate desires and long-range objectives are not 
always harmony, Nor close interrelationship always good 
one just because exists, may narrowing, smothering rela- 
tionship, binding and defeating one, and consequently one 
sisted and fought against, This not bland, take-what-comes phil- 
actuality exacting one which calls for mature 
look life, and readiness stand for principles, 


dealing with youth and adults, whether person-to-person situa- 
tions groups, have (we believe) been successful translat- 
ing this concept into more precise, understandable and usable terms 
specifying what believe the basic qualities good persom 
interrelationships, 

The qualities which refer 
The capacity for confidential interchange thoughts and 


4 


feelings, This calls, example, for discussion which 
honest, frank and open, 


mutual feeling confidence and trust the ultimate mo- 
tives and purposes those who are associated together, 


awareness sharing similar values and attitudes 
toward life and attitudes which are themselves 
grounded ethical (as defined this article) 


well-developed sense empathy between individuals, 
between individual and capacity sense 
feelings without exposition explanation, 


The development pattern which permits genuine expres- 
sions affection and/or good will, e.g., "little acts 


willingness regard ethically sound interrelationships 
the highest ultimate value life. 


recognize, course, that interpersonal relationships are never 
static; the several aspects and qualities are ever-growing, always deve- 
loping, also recognize that others may think qualities which have 
omitted, We, ourselves think this concept still the process 
elopment, 


sound interrelationship these various qualities should have developed 

approximately the same rate and the same degree, Their presence 

absence provides criterion whereby judgments may 

whether effects are likely result from the impact 

various experiences acts behavior relationship, 


When these qualities are present the persons groups involved will 
much better able utilize their experiences for the strengthening and the 
ethical improvement their associations, They will able take such 
things outburst anger, sexual impulses, expressions which pro- 
duce hurt resentment, revelation conflicting desires, the exer- 
cise control parent teacher, and handle them ways which 
will preserve strengthen the 


When these qualities are absent, these same things are likely break rel- 
ationship completely. Feelings will generated which with sense em- 
pathy must unrecognized, with capacity for confidential interchange 
must With sense accepted values, suspicions 


f 


are created and barriers built, The relationship, weak begin with, 
then crumples under the impact strong feelings and emotions, 


The way attain moral then, not lay down inflexible, 
unvarying patterns behavior for people live by, but help them 
build the qualities suggested above into their 


annual workshop Marriage and Family Life will the 
campus Oregon State College this year, from June through 
The staff; 

Dr. Lester Kirkendall, Associate Professor Family Life, 
Oregon State 
Ruth Farnham Osborne, Hinsdale Township High School, 
Mr, Curtis Avery, Director, Brown Trust; Professor 
Mr, Theodore Johannis, Jr,, Instructor Sociology, 
ersity Oregon, 


For further information write Lester Kirkendall, State 


lege, Corvallis, 


Lewis and Clark College: in’ cooperation with the 
ference Christians and Jews Intergroup 
June July 1955, (Paralleling the first three weeks 
regular Lewis and Clark Summer Session, August 
States, will serve Consultant and Here 
portunity study demonstrated methods education combat 
prejudice and work out specific, self-chosen projects with other 
leaders civic education under skilled and irspiring 


Limited enrollment, Send 
‘Lewis and Clark Portland 


TRENDS MARITAL STATUS SEX 
THE STATE OREGON, 1890 1950 


Walter Martin 
Department Sociology 
University Oregon 


Discussion changes the Oregon population ordinarily emphasize the 
rapidly increasing number inhabitants the state, While this interest 
iti the growth population certainly justified, sometimes are soim- 
pressed our spectacular growth that overlook some extremely im- 
portant changes the our state population. For exam- 
ple, the marital composition Oregon's people has differed 
ftom that the nation whole. Since the turn the century there 
have been important changes the marital status years 
age and These changes are important enough their 
call for close review, 


Figures and are simple line graphs depicting for the United States and 
Oregon the changes the marital status the male population years 
ahd older that have taken place from 1890 line represents 
the per cent the male having specified marital status atthe 
given dates. Thus, for the United States (See Figure clear that 
decennial census from 1890 found greater proportion the males 
ried and smaller proportion single, The actual change has been 
crease married males from 52,1 per cent 1890 67.5 per cent in1950, 
and decrease single males from 43,6 per cent 26.4 per cent the 
same sixty year period, These trends are undoubtedly related the change 
from unfavorable competitive situation for single males 1890, when 
able situation 1950 when there were 126,1 them for every 100 single 


females, 


The per cent males widowed was 3,8 1890, reached high 4,6 
1920 has since declined consistently 1950, The per 
males divorced has the same time increased ten fold from 2.0 
per cent, general, two main impressions are received from the 
one the increasing divergence between the married and single curves; 
the other that today the small proportion the male population widowed 
(4.1 per cent) twice large the population (2,0 per cent) divorced, 
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The same general trends are shown Figure for Oregon with the im- 
portant difference that 1890 the per cent single males (52.7) 
noticeably larger than the per,cent (42,2), 
there were single each 100 single females that not 
every male could find bride one assumes the men and women were 
marriageable ages, Married males did not become more numerous than 
single males until after 1910, This intersection the two lines 
ure may considered rough index the transition from frontier 
society with its predominance single males family type society, 
Oregon thus varied considerably from the nation from 1890 1910, 
ever, after 1910 the development society family units Oregon 
took place rapidly that 1950 the two curves representing per cent 
married and per cent single are slightly farther apart the chart for 
Oregon than the United States chart, This spite Ore- 
gon's sex ratio 1950 153,5 single men 100 single women, which 
places eligible males less favorable bride selection than 


Oregon the per cent men was almost identical 1950 (3.7 
per cent) and 1890 (3.6 per cent) with high per cent) reached 
The per males divorced Oregon has been about twice 
high for the nation and had increased from per cent 1890 3.9 
per cent 1950, The slightly greater percentage divorced than 
sharp contrast with the national situation where widowed 
males are twice numerous divorced males, Since divorced persons 
are probably more mobile having other marital statuses, 
these figures suggest that the Pacific Coast region has among 

its in-migrants divorced males, 

Changes the marital status females age and over are shown Fig- 
ures and These correspond those for males but reveal 
tain essential differences, Figure for the United States, the curves 
for married and single show essentially the same trends for females 
Figure does for males with the two lines becoming increasingly farther 
both 1890 and 1950 the proportion females widowed was 
2.8 times large for males due the greater longevity females and 
the greater tendency widowed males re-marry, The per cent 
increased slightly from 10,6 per cent 1890 11,8 per cent for females 
the United States 1950,and 3,8 4.1 for males the United 
States, contrast this nearly uniform proportion the widowed cate- 
gory, the percentage females the United States reported divorced 
has increased from per cent 2.4 per cent rate increase only 
about half rapid the increase divorced males, While the trends 
marital status for males and females are very similar for the United 
States, they differ considerably for Oregon, Oregon there has 
general tendency toward increasing proportion married persons and 
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decreasing proportion single persons for both sexes, However, 
during the first three decades the year period the situation for 
females quite differentfrom that the males, contrast the 
greater percentage males that were single during this early period, 
the per cent females married 1890 (61.6) was almost greatas 
1940 (63.8). Only the 1950 figure (70.9 per cent) much higher 
than that 1890. Attention again directed the fact that the 
gon sex ratio for single persons has been extremely favorable nar- 
riage for women, ranging from 1890 low males 
per 100 females 1950, 


For Oregon thereisa noticeably more rapid increase 
females widowed than there for the nation, with change from 
6.9 per cent 1890 per cent This still low per- 
centage, however, The rapid increase related the generally 
rapid increase the proportion elderly people Oregon, 
the case males,the proportion divorced among females 
tently higher for Oregon than for the nation; probably these facts are 
both related higher divorce rates and the in-migration divor- 
cees, This divorcee category has increased from 1890 3.4 
1950, However, contrast the males, the per cent widowed 
among females three times high 1954 the per cent divorc- 
This grows out the usually younger age women time 
divorce and their consequently greater likelihood finding new mar- 
riage partners, 


The trends which have been discussed separately for males and 
males and presented the form line graphs are now shown bar. 
charts, Figure for the United States and Figure for Oregon have 
the advantage simultaneously showing trends marital status for 
males and females from 1890 1950, Actual percentages are also 
given facilitate comparison and interpretation, These charts pre- 
sent very graphic the high (and increasing) proportion 
males and females that are married contrast the small but also 
increasing) proportion that are divorced, The relative size the wi- 
dowed group and its heavy weighting females clearly evident 
all these bar charts, 
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MARITAL STATUS MALES AGE AND OVER 


FOR THE UNITED STATES, 1890 1950 


Percent 


_Widowed 
Divorce 
1890 1900 1910 


Bureau the Census. 


(Figure 


YEAR 
Census Population: 1950 Vol. II, 


Part Summary Chapter Table 102, pages 
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MARITAL STATUS MALES AGE AND OVER 


FOR OREGON, 1890 1950 


Percent 


Widowed 

1900 


Bureau the Census. 
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MARITAL STATUS FEMALES AGE AND OVER 


FOR THE UNITED STATES, 1890 1950 
Percent (Figure 
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1890 1900 1910 1920 1930 1950 


YEAR 
Bureau the Census Population: 1950 Vol. II, 


Part Summary, Chapter Table 102, pages 179-180. 
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MARITAL STATUS FEMALES AGE AND OVER 


FOR OREGON, 1890 1950 


Percent 


Married 


Widowed 


Divorced 
1890 1900 1920 1930 1940 195 


YEAR 
U.S. Bureau the Census. U.S. Census Population: 1950. Vol. 
Characteristics the Population, Part 37, Oregon, Chapter Table 56, P.97 
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